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November 4, 2010

Marlene Dortch, Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
445 Twelfth Street, S.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: Implementation of Section 224 of the Act; WC Docket No. 07-245
A National Broadband Plan for Our Future; GN Docket No. 09-51

Dear Ms. Dortch:

On November 3, 2010, Cody Harrison, Counsel, Bright House Networks, and the undersigned met
with the following Commission officials: Bradley Gillen, Legal Advisor to Commissioner Meredith
Attwell Baker; Margaret McCarthy, Policy Advisor to Commissioner Michael Copps; Marvin Sacks,
Wireline Competition Bureau; Al Lewis, Wireline Competition Bureau; Richard Kwiatkowski, Wireline
Competition Bureau; and Wes Platt, Wireline Competition Bureau. The meetings were held to
discuss Bright House Networks’ filings in the above captioned dockets. Attached is a copy of the
presentation made at these meetings.

In the meetings we emphasized the importance of applying the rate approach proposed in the Future
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (FNPRM) in these dockets to all pole attachments of commingled
services, whether those services have been classified or not. This follows the approach taken by the
Commission in the Guif Power case. This approach will help facilities-based providers like Bright
House Networks offer innovative and competitive broadband services to private and public
institutions seeking lower-cost, higher capacity communications services.

We also provided a statutory analysis, as discussed in Bright House Network filings and summarized
in the attached presentation, demonstrating how the FNPRM'’s proposed rate approach is more
faithful to the statutory requirements of Section 224, which governs pole attachment rates. In
particular, the proposed approach fully implements Congress'’s directives in Sections 224(e)(2) and
(e)(3) concerning apportionment of the costs of unusable and usable space assigned to attachers to
compute the telecommunications service attachment rate, At the same time, it satisfies the
overarching “just and reasonable” rate requirement in Section 224(b) and defined by Congress in
Section 224(d)(1).

Respecffully submitted,
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